
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D.C. 

PUBLIC HEARING -- February 15 ,  1967 

Appeal N o .  9094 Theodore Popowsky e t  ux, a p p e l l a n t s .  

The Zoning Adminis t ra tor  of t h e  D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, a p p e l l e e .  

On motion duly made, seconded and unanimously c a r r i e d ,  
t h e  fo l lowing  Order was e n t e r e d  a t  t h e  meeting of t h e  Board on 
February 15 ,  1967. 

ORDERED : 

That  t h e  appea l  t o  provide  o f f - s t r e e t  park ing  f o r  s i x  
t r u c k s  a t  t h e  rear of 712-714 Longfellow S t r e e t ,  NW. ,  l o t s  57 
and 58, square  3153, be denied.  

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

(1) The s u b j e c t  p rope r ty  i s  l o c a t e d  i n  an R-4 Dis t r ic t .  

(2 )  Appel lan ts  own a b u s i n e s s  l o c a t e d  a t  713 Kennedy 
S t r e e t ,  NW. known as t h e  Petworth Elec t r ic  Company which i s  
l o c a t e d  i n  a C-2 Dis t r ic t .  

( 3 )  I t  i s  proposed t o  park s i x  t r u c k s  i n  t h e  rear of 
p rope r ty  f r o n t i n g  on Longfellow S t r e e t .  One of t h e  t r u c k s  
would be a 1 1/2 ton  l a d d e r  t r u c k .  

( 4 )  The s u b j e c t  p roper ty  a b u t s  a s i x t e e n  f o o t  p u b l i c  
a l l e y .  

(5 )  The a p p e l l a n t s  begin  work about  7:15 t o  7:30 a.m. 
and r e t u r n  i n  t h e  evening around 5:00 p.m. 

(6 )  The Department of Highways and T r a f f i c  o f f e r s  no 
o b j e c t i o n  t o  t h e  g r a n t i n g  of t h i s  appea l .  

(7 )  Opposit ion w a s  r e g i s t e r e d  a t  t h e  p u b l i c  hea r ing  from 
r e s i d e n t s  of t h e  dwel l ings  on Longfellow S t r e e t .  A p e t i t i o n  
s igned  by t h i r t e e n  r e s i d e n t s  of t h e  apartment b u i l d i n g  l o c a t e d  
a t  734 Longfellow S t r e e t  opposes t h e  appeal .  



OPINION: 

W e  a r e  of t h e  opinion t h a t  a p p e l l a n t  has  shown no j u s t i -  
f i c a t i o n  f o r  t h i s  i n t r u s i o n  i n t o  t h e  r e s i d e n t i a l l y  zoned 
neighborhood, t h a t  t h e  proposed use  i s  n o t  one t h a t  i s  com- 
p a t i b l e  w i th  a  r e s i d e n t i a l  d i s t r i c t ,  and t h a t  a parking l o t  f o r  
t r u c k s  should be mainta ined i n  a commercial o r  l i g h t  i n d u s t r i a l  
d i s t r i c t .  Therefore ,  w e  conclude t h a t  t h e  r eques t ed  r e l i e f  
cannot be g ran ted  wi thout  be ing  i n c o n s i s t e n t  w i th  t h e  zone p l an  
as embodied i n  t h e  Zoning Regulat ions  and Map, and t h a t  t h e  
r eques t ed  use  i s  l i k e l y  t o  be  d e t r i m e n t a l  t o  t h e  p u b l i c  good 
and have an  adverse  a f f e c t  upon t h e  nearby r e s i d e n t i a l  p roper ty .  


